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The author has represented South Dakota in the Senate since 1972. He is not seeking 
reelection this year because, he says. “nothing ever really changes. It’s the system 


itself. 


The periodic flare-up of the Arab-Israeli conflict is a matter of people who have an 
emotional or political interest in the Middle East. the struggle there takes on the 


dimensions of an Armageddon. To the majority of the American people, what appears 


to be modern tribal warfare serves only as a minor irritant each time the shooting 


begins. Why, it is asked, are the. Arabs and Israelis fighting over purely desert land? 
How can Israel, a nation of some 3 million people, hold military superiority over some 
100 million very unfriendly neighbors? The struggle in the Middle East is of greater 
significance to Americans than most realize, What happens there will determine tor 
us the shape of our own future - whether or not we will be embroiled in war or 
confrontation with the Soviet Union, whether or not the price and supply of oil will 
bankrupt the Western powers, including the United States, and whether or not we 
can maintain our moral position against one nation’s - taking another's territory by 


force of arms. 


Brief history of the Middle Eastern conflict 


In 1894 the Arab world was in the final 20 years of what was to have been 400 years 
of military occupation by the Ottoman Turkish Empire. The Arabs, who had 
contributed so much to - art, medicine and science during Europe’s Dark Age, were 
themselves experiencing a dark age under the stern heel of Turkish rule. The year 
1894 was the year an Austrian Jew, Theodor Herzl, first gave expression to the theory 
of Zionism, the hope that Jews would find a homeland, ending the historical abuses 
against them by host countries throughout the world. The Zionist movement grew, 
considered a variety of different locations for the homeland, then eventually agreed 
on Palestine. Palestine had been the center of the Jewish tribes 1,800 years earlier 
and seemed the logical location to the Zionist leaders. One major problem existed. 
Palestine was populated with Arabs who had lived there virtually from the beginning. 
However, Zionist leaders totally ignored the Arab presence there and moved with 
total and single-minded concentration toward the establishment of an exclusive 
Jewish state. At the outset of World War 1, British and Arab leaders agreed that if the 
Arabs rose up against the Turks (then allied with Germany). the Arabs would be 
granted their independence after the war. This was the period of the new "Arab 
Awakening,” and the alliance was readily agreed to by Arab leaders. The exploits of 
Lawrence of Arabia provided some interesting stones resulting from this alliance. But 
at the same time, the British promised independence to the Arabs, they were making 
other deals inconsistent with these promises. In 1916 a secret British- French 
agreement was made to divide up the postwar Middle East between Britain and 
France. Political connivance did not Stop there. In the next year British Foreign 
Secretary Lord Balfour promised the Zionist movement that Palestine would become 
a “homeland for the Jews,” provided that the rights of the Arabs living . there were 
not adversely affected. In 1917, of those living in Palestine, 96 percent were Arabs 


and 4 percent were Jews. 


The Zionist movement used the Balfour Declaration as a basis for the immigration of 
Jews into Arab Palestine following the war, When the Arabs saw the full effects of 
their betrayal by the British and the obvious intentions of the Zionists, they protested, 
often violently, but without noticeable effect. In 1922 the Balfour Declaration was 


written into the League of Nations mandate, and continued Jewish immigration into 


Palestine became official British policy. Immigration and protest led to riots and 
killings until 1939, when Britain, threatened by-war with Germany, became anxious to 
| ease the pressure building in Palestine and reversed itself. Although under limited 
‘quotas after 1939, Jewish immigration continued, especially during the war years, 
when Jews were attempting to escape Europe and Hitler’s genocidal policies. Jewish 
terrorist groups, most notably Menachem Begin's Irgun, and the Stern gang, formed 

| to retaliate against Arabs, now turned their terrorism against the British, the goal 
‘being eventually to drive the British out of Palestine. After World War 1 an exhausted 
Britain had had enough of the conflict raging in Palestine and announced that on May 


| 15, 1948, it would withdraw its forces and end its mandate over the area. 


The world Zionist movement had by then shifted its political! focus ta the United 

| States, the new world power, a strategy that was to produce excellent results. In 
November 1947 the U.N. General Assembly voted to partition Palestine between 

| Arabs and Jews. To understand the extent of political chicanery used by the Zionist 
‘movement to achieve its ends, and the anger of the Arabs, one must consider the 
proposal voted on by the United Nations. Although Jews constituted only 30 percent 
of the population, much of it by illegal settlement, the U.N. plan proposed for them a 


56 percent slice of Palestine. Arabs, who made up 70 percent of the population, were 
to get only 44 percent. of their own homeland. In 1947 outright Jewish ownership of 


land was no more than 5 percent. 


The General Assembly vote so outraged the Arabs that riots broke out as far away as 
the southern tip of Aden. As a result of Arab protests, the U.N. Security Council never 
got around to voting on ratification of the partition plan, and the United States 
delegate began working on a U.N. trusteeship plan for Palestine. But unknown even 
to him, the issue of a Jewish state was being plunged into American politics. Harry 
Truman was in deep political trouble as he approached the 1948 presidential 
elections. He could not afford to lose the support of American Jews, because of both 
votes and money. Thomas Dewey, the Republican's candidate for president, was 
making much of the establishment of a Jewish state. threatening to strip Truman and 
the Democrats of their fractional Jewish electoral support. As terrorism by the Irgun 


‘and the Stern groups escalated in Palestine, in Washington, D.C., Truman made 


preparations to support the creation of Ismael, 


On May 14, one day before the announced British withdrawal from Palestine, Israel 
declared itself to be an exclusive Jewish state. Eleven minutes later, against the 
counsel of his foreign policy advisers, President Truman extended U.S. recognition to 
Israel. Thus, thirty-one years after British promises of independence for Palestine, the 
Arabs witnessed the ultimate betrayal—the establishment, in their midst, of a new 
colony by the world’s big powers, controlled, not by Middle Eastern natives, but by 
Europeans. Hundreds of thousands of Palestinian Arabs who had lived in peace on 
their own land were destined never to see their homeland again. What had begun as 
the Zionist movement's clever manipulation of American and British politicians ended 
as a mechanism for the death and suffering of countless numbers of human beings in 


the Maddie East. 


Although Israel's claim was that of a socialist democracy implanted amidst the 
monarchies and dictatorships of the Arab world, no public expression was given to 
the question of how such a democracy could also be an exclusive Jewish state while 
the Arabs held a numerical majority within the new boundaries. The question was 


soon resolved without debate and without the necessity of a vote. 


The genesis of that resolution began in April 1948, in a small Palestinian Arab village 
called Der Yassin. Amid general fighting between Arabs and Jews, the terrorists of the 
Irgun and Stern groups decided to attack Deir Yassin. It is claimed today by Israeli 
historians that the attack was only intended to put the villagers to flight. Whatever 
the intent, the action changed the entire demography of the Middle East, resulting in 
the status existing today. As the terrorist attack began and Arab defenders of the 
village returned fire, the Jewish terrorists moved from house to house, blindly 
spraying the interiors with automatic- weapons fire. Then dynamite was thrown into 
the houses, with Irgun and Stern gunmen shooting down anyone who escaped the 
dynamite. No one was spared, whether defender or women and children. Any Arab 
who moved was shot, even those who had already surrendered. The terrorists then 
tried to burn the bodies. They stuffed some bodies into a well in an effort to hide them 
from the International Red Crass representatives who came on the scene the next 


day. Later 250 bodies were buried. and a few dazed survivors were loaded into a 


truck and unceremoniously dumped in Jerusalem. 


Word of the Deir Yassin massacre spread like wildfire throughout Palestine, and as 
the fighting continued through 1948, the fear engendered by the words “Deir Yassin" 
and a general fear of being caught in the fighting eventually drove more than 700,000 
Palestinian Arabs out of Palestine. After that, Jewish terrorists had only to repeat the 


name of the village to drive out the Arabs. 


By the end of 1948, Israel had a Jewish majority. The ill- equipped and poorly trained 
Arab armies, both regulars and irregulars, had lost. Three quarters of a million 
Palestinians, who had once had their own homes on their land in Palestine, found 
themselves homeless, living in the inhumane squalor of refugee camps. Israel has 


never allowed them to return. 


Thus were the seeds of eventual world conflict sown. Barely three years after the big 
powers had formed the United Nations - for the purpose, they said, of putting an end 
to war and the taking of territory by war - they became openly committed to 
supporting, in the case of Israel, an exception to their rule. In searching for reasons 
for their action, one cannot dismiss the feelings of guilt held by the big powers 
because they had refused to provide a haven for Jews attempting to escape from 
Hitler. But the question asked to this day by the Arabs is: Why should they be made to 
pay for someone else's sins? Although both guilt and sympathy played a part in the 
events leading up to the establishment of Israel, political chicanery provided the 
grease for the skids on which Israel rode to its creation. plays down the party line to 


them. 


Israel proved that, under certain circumstances, crime pays! And with the precedent 
established in 1948, Israel has continued to rob the Arabs of their lands, with both the 


approval and the active support of the U.S. government. 


|= 


One well-known axiom in political circles is that the the noisiest wheel gets the most 


grease. That old saw is especially true when it refers to Washington's attitude toward 
the Middle East. U.S. policy on the Mideast is virtually directed by Tel Aviv. So long 

as the public ignores U.S. government actions in the Middle East, Israel will continue 
to dictate our policies there. When a politician gets no message from his constituents 


on a particular issue, he is completely free to vote and act as he chooses. Thus the 


only real pressure on politicians concerning the Middle Eastern question comes from 
the Israeli lobby. Always capable of raising money for political campaigns, the lobby 
enlists the active aid of American Jews in every state of the Union. it takes its orders 
from Israel and then lays down the party line to the American Jewish community in a 
variety of ways - newsletters, community newspapers, and synagogue speeches. 
American Jews want desperately to help Israel; so they rely on the Israeli lobby to tell 
them how. Highly organized, smart, and constantly alert, the Israeli lobby uses 


political intimidation if everything else fails. 


If a member of Congress should be so foolish as to withhold his support from an issue 
desired by the lobby, telegrams and phone calls immediately start pouring in from 
contributors, campaign workers, and others expressing their concern. Few politicians 
can hold out for long under such pressure. Liberals are made to feel guilty about not 
supporting the needs of a “small nation surrounded by hostile Arabs.” The worst kind 
of intellectual terrorism is reserved for those politicians who dare to question Israel 
on its policies. Israel has so wrapped itself in its state religion, Judaism, that any 
criticism of its politics is immediately branded as criticism of its religion. Thus the 
critic is accused of anti- Semitism, a charge that has served to silence even the 
mildest questioning of Israel's policies. In fact, it has become much easier for 
American politicians to criticize their own government than to criticize Israel or its 


policies. 


m 


The Israeli lobby has neither qualms nor scruples when the the objective is to silence 
an effective critic. It has used direct threats of political reprisal on recalcitrant. It has 
contacted Jewish contributors, warning them that the politician in question does not 
deserve the support of American Jews. It generates hate mail lo target politicians, and 
even bomb threats have been used to prevent speeches critical of Israel from being 


given. 


Politicians ordinarily courageous on such issues as the Vietnam War, busing. 
abortion, or what have you are reduced to meek puppets in the face of a threat from 


the Israeli lobby. Many of the seventy-six senators who signed the lobby's letter to 


President Ford in 1975 privately complain about the tactics to obtain their signatures 


on the letter. Such private grumbling has changed nothing publicly, however, since 


those same senators have renewed their public support for Israel. 


The underdog image and the American press 


The notion advanced by some that American Jews own the press is a racist canard 


and should be rejected as an argument. But it is clear that for various reasons, a 
great many members of the press are sympathetic to Israel, providing the ease with 
which propagandists for Israel are able to maintain their point of view, exclusive of all 


others. 


lit has been fashionable from the beginning to write stories favorable to Israel and 
unfavorable to the Arabs. Israel was depicted at the outset as an underdog, and 
Americans will by nature side with that particular role. With exceptions, journalists 
will write only what is fashionable fearing that different concepts boldly stated will 
subject them to ridicule. Author Timothy Crouse has described this phenomenon as 
“pack journalism,” and former Sen. Eugene McCarthy has likened most American 
journalists to a flock of blackbirds sitting on a fence. When one flies away, the rest 
will follow. Although times are changing, stories about a “good” Israel are still in 


vogue, and those who write anything to the contrary are suspect. 


Thus the optic through which Americans view the Middle Eastern struggle is almost 
exclusively Israeli. That overly one-sided point of view would not be possible without 
the generous help of the American media - newspapers, television, radio, and the 
movie industry. Some of the most glaring examples will demonstrate the distortions 
that exist and the subsequent ease with which the history of the struggle has been 


revised to make Israeli aggression appear to be self-defense. 


If we are to realize how consistently the drums of Israel propaganda have beat into 
our consciousness. the comparison must be made between our mage of the Middle 
Eastern conflict and its realty. The propaganda foundation upon which Israel's house 
of cards has been built is that the United Nations created Israel. When that lie is 
repeated again and again and eventually - accepted as truth. apologists for Israel can 


successfully appear righteous, especially with the generous cooperation given to 


Israeli propagandists by the. American press. 


The fact is that the U.N. vote in 1947 was nonbinding. The fact is that Israel cleated 
itself while sighting down the barrel of the gun. But the myth of U.N. creation has 
been repeated so often that even high-school textbooks have picked it up and 
repeated it. This “big lie” technique has been used very effectively to stand the truth 


on its head, making the Arabs look like aggressors and Israel beleaguered defender 
The American press has failed the American people 


Americans, I am convinced. are the most fair-minded people in the world. Given both 
sides of any story, they will almost always make a fair and just decision. Buy the 
American people have heard only one side of the Middle Eastern story The result has 
been to make it easier for Amen can politicians to support Israel's objective of 
expanding deeper and deeper into Arab territory. The critical importance of American 


political military and financial support is not lost on Israel propagandists. 


Incredibly, once it was made to appear that the 1948 war was only the fruit of Arab 
aggression, continued land grabbing became no problem. Consider the familiar Israeli 
argument that the Golan Heights is “vital” to Israel's security. Following the truce in 
1948, the Huleh Valley, just below the Golan Heights, became neutral territory, 
awarded to neither side in either the fighting or the truce agreement that followed. It 
was populated with Arab farmers. Unable lo defend themselves, they became 
immediate targets of Israel's expansionism. Israel military forces removed the Arab 
farmers from the land and replaced them with Israeli farmers. Syria reacted to the 
provocation by periodically shelling the valley from the Golan Heights. Few 
Americans heard about the land grab. However, all of us have been led to believe that 
because of the so-called barbarity of the Syrians, the Israelis were justified in 


conquering and holding the Golan Heights. 


It is understandable that Americans would not object too strenuously to the 
furnishing of arms to Israel. since the American press has led us to believe that such 
arms are only for self-defense. But if you happened to live anywhere near Israel and 
happened to have something Israel wants, such as land or water, your feelings about 


arms for Israel might change. 


Following rejection of a U.S. plan for delivering water from Lebanon to Israel in 1965, 


the Lebanese began construction of a dam to irrigate farms in arid, southern 
Lebanon, Israel's air force summarily bombed the construction units. preventing the 


pee of the irrigation project. No mention was ever made in the American press of 


| this clear act of aggression. 


pons Americans were treated to week-long newspaper headlines and lead stories, 


of the news media was its total blackout of coverage of Israel's five-year- long 


on the network news, of each Palestinian terrorist raid into Israel, the national shame 


‘campaign of terror bombing in the south of Lebanon. The networks occasionally 
treated us to the reading of verbatim Israeli military press releases issued following a 


raid, but real news coverage was nonexistent. From 1970 to 1975, U.S. jets with 


Israeli Air Force markings dropped napalm, phosphorous, and anti personnel 
fragmentation bombs, the most. destructive explosives, on civilian villages and 
Palestinian refugee camps throughout southern Lebanon. Hundreds of innocent men, 


women, and children were killed, and each time the American press reported the 


surrounding Beirut to escape the bombing. In fact, this campaign terror served as the 


mas as “a search for terrorists.” Some 400,000 Lebanese civilians moved into camps 
‘major catalyst for the Lebanese civil war, which took 55,000 lives. 


News coverage of acts by Palestinians has been delivered into American homes with 


deadly efficiency. Without exception, we all have been sickened at the sight of Israeli 


deaths. But where was [he coverage of the destruction rained on Lebanese peasant 


villages and on refugee camps overflowing with innocent women and children? The 


S implication carries the most vicious racist overtones - that the life of an Israeli 


child is far more valuable than the life of an Arab child. 


In 1975 author Noam Chomsky nominated the people of southern Lebanon as “non- 
people” of the year, a grim accolade arising from the total lack of press and 
‘government interest in their slaughter. Sadly, many of the same Americans who 
marched in the streets and who went to jail to protest identical American bombing in 


Vietnam cheered each time they learned of Israel's destructive raids. But the bombing 


of southern Lebanon was not all. During that same period of time, Israel’s 


| commandos destroyed all the civilian aircraft they could find on the runway at Beirut 


airport. sent an assassination team into Beirut and murdered four Palestinian 


| intellectuals; shot down “oy mistake” a Libyan civilian airliner killing all 104 persons 
| 

| aboard and, again “by mistake,” assassinated a diplomat at Stockholm. All of this 
committed in the name of democracy and self-defense. |f you read only the American 


press, of course, you would believe it. 


And if you have oil within reach of ‘Israel, your luck will most likely run out. The press 


cooperated by remaining silent when Israel gun boats prevented Egypt, in 1976, from 
drilling for offshore oil in Egypt's own territory in the Red Sea. Even the US. State 
Department's mild protest of such an open violation of international law was barely 


reported in our press. 


One of the most outrageous recent ee examples of press malfeasance was The 
Washington Post's story of CIA payments secretly made to King Hussein of Jordan. 
The story caught on nationally and led the news for nearly a week. But the fact is that 
while Jordan was receiving less than 510 million twenty-year period, Israel was given 
some $80 million by the CIA. Of all the press coverage reporting Jordan's payments, 
only the Wall Street Journal carried a small item reporting the payments to Israel. 
The Washington Post admitted that it knew of the payments to Israel but the excuse 
for not reporting the story was that they “seemed to be under different 


circumstances.” 


The Washington Post had a different reason for totally blacking out the massive 
London Sunday Times investigation and report of Israel's torture of West Bank Arabs. 
On inquiry, the Post's foreign editor said that the story had been done by another 


newspaper, and it was not the practice of the Post to use stories from other papers. 


A majority of the U.S. press has not only blacked out the reports of torture but also 


virtually ignored Israel's beatings, imprisonment without charges, forced relocations, 


and deportation of Arabs in the occupied territories. 


The U.S. government might bring itself to protest the establishment of Israeli 
settlements on the West Bank, but the protests ring hollow when we, at the same 


time, deliver yet another shipment of sophisticated weapons to Israel. 


Can our Middle Eastern policy change? 


Only the United States has enough leverage on Israel to bring a halt to its territorial 
expansion, a prerequisite to bringing peace to the area. The Arabs are now willing to 
concede to Israel all the territory taken from them prior to 1967, but national pride 
and the question of a homeland for the displaced Palestinians require that the 
territories taken by Israel in 1967 be returned. There is something to be said as well 
for adherence to the U.N. principle against the taking of territory by force. Americans 
should examine more closely just what it is we are supporting when we send billions 
of tax dollars to Israel. By doing so, we give our stamp of approval to a nation that 
‘arrogantly acquires land from other nations by force, steals water resources and oil 
resources, has consigned hundreds of thousands of refugees to a sub-human 
existence in squalid camps throughout the Middle East, kills by bombing or 
assassination anyone whom it thinks stands in its way, and sells armaments to such 
nations as South Africa, Bolivia, and Iran. Is this the standard of human rights the 


people of the United States should adhere to? Obviously not. 


The Middle Eastern conflict began with the Palestinian refugees and must end with 
them. In view of his own history as a terrorist, Israel's Prime Minister Begin must find 
it difficult to hold a straight face when he refuses to deal with the Palestinian 
Liberation Organization (PLO) on the grounds that its members are “terrorists.” But, 
again, Mr. Begin’s self-righteous lectures have been faithfully repeated in the 


| 
‘American press, with hardly a questioning tone. 


With virtually the entire U.S. press corps acting as Israel's propaganda machine in 

| America, U.S. government policy is not likely to change much in the future. With its 
continued U.S. military, financial, and political support, no matter how much 
America’s interests are endangered, Israel will continue its grab for territory if and 
when the day comes that our oil supplies are shut off or we find ourselves in nuclear 
confrontation with Russia or we are forced to send American troops to the Middle 
East, it will be difficult for the public to find who was responsible for a generation of 
‘foreign-policy mistakes. The press will, of course, disclaim responsibility for itself. 
The politicians will, as always, point their fingers elsewhere. But this is one crisis 


Americans can avoid before it happens. The American public can easily influence the 


‘direction of our foreign policy in the Middle East. It can do so by demanding that 


Washington use the leverage it has to bring about a settlement of the Middle Eastern 
conflict. The decision must be based on what is in the interest of the. United States, 


not on what is good for Israel. But nothing will change unless the public demands it. 


https://www.cia.gov/readingroom/docs/CIA-RDP81M00980R0020000901 73-0.pdf 


